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the decision was made to open a new NIS
Field Office in Los Angeles in 1992, Rod was
the natural choice to be the first Special Agent
in Charge there, as well.

In 1993, in the aftermath of the Tailhook in-
vestigation, the then-acting Secretary of the
Navy disestablished the Naval Investigative
Service and established the Naval Criminal In-
vestigative Service (NCIS) in its stead. This
change, and the reforms associated with it,
had profound and dramatic effects across the
organization.

Among other developments, in 1997 NCIS
created a new Office of Special Projects, or
OSP, representing the vanguard of the agen-
cy's counterespionage efforts. The following
year, Rod was named the Special Agent in
Charge of OSP, and set about to make his im-
pact felt. He applied his vision and leadership
to the OSP mission, ultimately evolving the
unit far beyond original expectations. In addi-
tion to enjoying success in several significant
espionage cases, Rod’s unit applied its spe-
cialized training to a broad range of other in-
vestigative and operational activities, including
counterterrorism operations, counternarcotics
initiatives, and “cold case” homicide efforts.
The successes achieved in these endeavors
have earned OSP accolades from across the
law enforcement and counterintelligence com-
munities.

Mr. Speaker, Rod Miller has served our na-
tion with distinction for 32 years—first in the
uniform of an Air Force airman, and then in
the ranks of federal law enforcement with
NCIS. His is a record to be admired. | hope
that the occasion of Rod’'s retirement from
NCIS this November will give all of us pause
to consider the many contributions and sac-
rifices of our nation’s law enforcement profes-
sionals. On behalf of all Americans, | wish him
“fair winds and following seas” as he pursues
the next stage in his life—returning to Linton
with his wife of 34 years, to join his three chil-
dren and three grandchildren there—after a
long, successful, and distinguished career in
service to the United States of America.

——————

THE MANUFACTURING TECH-
NOLOGY COMPETITIVENESS ACT
OF 2003

HON. VERNON J. EHLERS

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 21, 2003

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
introduce “The Manufacturing Technology
Competitiveness Act of 2003.”

While Congress, the Administration and the
American people have discussed the many
challenges facing our nation’s manufacturers,
such as international trade, China policy, tax
policy and health care costs, | believe that a
fundamental issue has been generally left out
of the debate—innovation. For decades inno-
vation has underpinned American’'s dominance
in the world economy. If our manufacturing
sector is to remain competitive in the global
marketplace, we must foster innovation within
this sector.

As Chairman of the House Science Sub-
committee on Environment, Technology and
Standards, | oversee many of the federal gov-
ernment’'s manufacturing-focused research
and development programs. | have met with
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manufacturers from around the country and
specifically spoken to manufacturers both
large and small about their problems. They all
agree that innovation is one of the keys to en-
suring our manufacturers remain competitive
and it is crucial to the development of new in-
dustries. Funding research and development
underpins innovation.

Based on these discussions and a hearing
| held earlier this year, | am proud to introduce
the Manufacturing Technology and Competi-
tiveness Act of 2003. This bill will help our na-
tion's manufacturers maintain and improve
their technological edge. This legislation will
stimulate innovation through collaborative re-
search and development, and broaden and
strengthen the Manufacturing Extension Part-
nership (MEP) program, which provides small-
and medium-sized manufacturers with the
tools to compete better. More importantly, it
will bring together a variety of partners in the
public and private sectors, building relation-
ships that encourage and foster technological
development and the ability to bring these de-
velopments to the marketplace.

Our global competitors are eagerly sup-
porting investments in manufacturing research
and development because they know it is the
key to sustained economic development. If we
are to continue to be the world’s technological
leader, we need to rise to this new global
challenge and make the investments envi-
sioned by this legislation.

More specifically, the bill:

Ensures that all federal manufacturing
programs and related funding are coordi-
nated and focused on solving these impor-
tant problems. The bill requires a strategic
plan and improved budget process to ensure
these programs work together efficiently;

Designates the current Under Secretary for
Technology within the Department of Com-
merce, as the Under Secretary for Manufac-
turing and Technology, to be the federal gov-
ernment’s point person on manufacturing
R&D policy, and outlines new duties focused
on fostering innovation within the manufac-
turing sector for this position;

Establishes a new collaborative research
and development program for manufacturing
technology to build partnerships among
higher education institutions, businesses,
states and other partners. This program will
provide $184 million over four years;

Helps to develop future leaders in manu-
facturing technology through a fellowship
program in applied manufacturing research.
Fellows will get to work with world-class
leaders in technology and engineering at the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology (KIST). The fellowship program will
provide $7.5 million over four years;

Reauthorizes and reforms the Manufac-
turing Extension Partnership (MEP) pro-
gram by increasing competition among the
centers. MEP is funded at $120 million for
the first year, increasing to $137 million by
year four; and,

Creates a new competitive, peer-reviewed
grant program within the Manufacturing Ex-
tension Partnership (MEP) program to de-
velop new tools to help small businesses in-
novate and compete. Funding for this pro-
gram will come from the total MEP funding.

Mr. Speaker, while | am pleased that we are
on the road to economic recovery, we must
still address underlying concerns about the fu-
ture of U.S. manufacturing. This bill will help
address some of those concerns and put our
Nation’s manufacturers in a better position to
compete today and in the future.

| look forward to working with my colleagues
in the House and Senate, and with the manu-
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facturing and research communities, to pass
this important legislation.

IN RECOGNITION OF OUTSTANDING
CONTRIBUTIONS OF AUBURN,
ALABAMA CITY MANAGER DOUG
WATSON TO THE AUBURN COM-
MUNITY

HON. MIKE ROGERS

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 21, 2003

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to join the residents of Auburn, Ala-
bama, in recognizing the contributions of Doug
Watson to the City of Auburn, Alabama.

Doug Watson has been City Manager for
Auburn for 21 years. During this time, he has
gained the respect of the entire community for
his loyal and dedicated service. To dem-
onstrate their appreciation, the City of Auburn,
Auburn University and the Auburn Chamber of
Commerce are hosting a community-wide re-
ception on December 10, 2003. The reception
will immediately follow the dedication cere-
mony of the Douglas J. Watson Municipal
Complex, consisting of the Development Serv-
ices building, the Public Safety Administration
building, and the Municipal Court. The naming
of this complex after Doug Watson is an indi-
cation of the high esteem in which he is held.

| salute Doug Watson for his service to the
Auburn community and wish him well as he
takes on the new position of tenured professor
at the University of Texas at Dallas.

———————

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 6,
ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003

SPEECH OF

HON. W.J. (BILLY) TAUZIN

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 18, 2003

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, offshore oil and
gas production in the Gulf of Mexico provided
nearly $6.6 billion in royalty, bonus and rent
revenues to the federal government in 2001.
The coastal states which supported this pro-
duction received approximately $130 million
combined—a royalty sharing rate of less than
two percent. Yet onshore oil and gas produc-
tion revenues on federal lands is shared 50/50
between the federal government and the state
in which the production occurs. In the case of
Alaska, the state gets 90 percent of these on-
shore revenues produced on federal lands.

The disparity between the onshore and off-
shore royalty sharing programs and their con-
tribution to our domestic energy security is
striking. Federal lands within the United States
generated an estimated $2 billion in royalties
from the production of oil, gas and coal in
2001 with about $1 billion of these revenues
going to the states for “hosting” these energy
production activities. In contrast, offshore pro-
duction in Louisiana’'s waters of oil and gas
contributed over $5 billion in royalties to the
U.S. Treasury in 2001 yet Louisiana received
royalties of less than $30 million, a 0.6% re-
turn. The Gulf of Mexico produces more en-
ergy and associated revenues to the U.S.
Treasury than any other area of the federal
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